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Remarks/Arguments 

Reconsideration of this Application is requested. 

Claims 1 - 6 and 6 -21 have been rejected by the Examiner, under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 03(a) over Boies et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,006,200) in view of Allum (U.S. Patent No. 
5,420,403). 

Boies discloses the following in column 2, lines 11-22: 

"The method used in this invention is to employ a third party 
vendor to supply a unique identifier to the customer that maps to 
the customer's name and address in a database owned by the 
third party. The personal identifier is a multi-digit numeric or 
alphanumeric code assigned to a customer, as indicated at 10. 
This code is an accepted field by the vendor 12 that is used for 
shipping purposes. The shipper 14 is the creator and custodian 
of the codes. It generates a unique code for each customer, 
which code is associated with the customer's full shipping 
address and, optionally, the customer's name, permitting 
shipment to be made to the customer 16." 

In other words, Boies' customer receives a customer number that is assigned by 
the shipper of the goods 14. Boies' customer would give the customer number to the 
seller of the goods to remain anonymous. The seller, in turn, would give the customer 
number to the shipper with the goods. Then the shipper would obtain the customer's 
address from the customer number. 

Boies is not determining in one or more data bases that recipient's name is listed 
with recipient's desired delivery address and is the address to which the owner of the 
virtual post office box wants the mail forwarded, wherein the forwarding information 
may be sent by telephone, physical mail, or facsimile. For instance, when the 
customer gives Boies' seller the customer number, which may contain many 
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alphanumeric characters, the customer may communicate with the seller over the 
telephone and give the seller the incorrect customer number, or the seller may copy 
the customer number incorrectly. The seller may also give the incorrect customer 
number. Thus, the goods may be delivered to the wrong party. 

Allum et al. discloses the following in his abstract: 

"Mail can be sorted automatically to point of delivery level by 
deriving from the address including postal code on a piece of 
mail a suffix which together with the postal code forms routing 
data which uniquely identifies the final delivery address. This is 
achieved automatically at the Post office sorting facility by means 
of an optical character reader which reads the addresses on mail 
items and a computer arranged to generate a suffix based on the 
address read. The routing data is printed as a bar code on the 
mail item and this allows the complete sortation to be effected 
automatically. Also contemplated is a progressive encoding 
system which can be applied as bar codes by customers as 
desired to mail pieces. The basic data is the routing data set to 
which can be added a shipment number which allows automatic 
revenue accounting control and a piece number which allows 
automatic track and trace. Finally, the customer may also 
progressively encode return mail envelopes with the shipment 
number followed by a product code and a user defined field 
which permits automatic specialized handling of the return mail 
item." 

The bar code disclosed by Allum in Figs. 7 and 8 is nothing more than the 
Canadian equivalent of the United States Postal Service's post net bar code. The post 
net bar code allows postal sorting equipment to sort mail pieces to recipient's building. 
In many areas, office buildings and apartment houses contain many occupants. Thus, 
without the recipient's name, the letter carrier would not know which occupant should 
receive the mail piece. 
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Neither Boies et al nor Allum et al., taken separately or together, discloses or 
anticipates the invention claimed by Applicants in claim 1 and those claims dependent 
thereon. The cited references do not disclose or anticipate the steps of determining in 
one or more data bases that recipient's name is listed with recipient's desired delivery 
address and is the address to which the owner of the virtual post office box wants the 
mail forwarded, wherein the forwarding information may be sent by telephone, physical 
mail, or facsimile and placing recipient's desired delivery address on mail in coded form 
and human-readable form. The foregoing insures that the mail could be delivered to the 
recipient. 

Claim 22 has been rejected by the Examiner under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boies in view of Allum and further in view of Allen, et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,422,821). 

Allen does disclose a national name and address data base. However, the above 
references do not disclose or anticipate the steps of verifying in one or more data bases 
that recipient's name is listed with recipient's desired delivery address on mail in coded 
form and human-readable form. 

In view of the above, claims 1 and 6-22, are patentable. If the Examiner has any 
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questions, would he please telephone the undersigned at the telephone number noted 
below. 



Respectfully submitted, 

rtnJlAfitJ- ■ 

Ronald Reichman 
Reg. No. 26,796 
Attorney of Record 
Telephone (203) 924-3854 

PITNEY BOWES INC. 

Intellectual Property and 

Technology Law Department 

35 Waterview Drive 

P.O. Box 3000 

Shelton, CT 06484-8000 
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